NO/BA%/iP 1641 September, 1981,

M, Heady; Leqgey
“ - lueor Anno's fate,
W’Mm, SWIH 9AT.

Dear M. Toad,

The Hational Campaipn for the DReform of the Obscene Pablications Acts thanks
you for your lelter of 4th September, in which you invited its views on cortain
proposals concerning counerciol cinema clubs, of which you gave scme backhrennd
detafline

Our imsediate and over-riding re-action is an wmequiveesl rejectilon of any
provesals which scek to bring about the domise of cimema clubs, whether commercial
or othorwisees Our nosition regarding these clubs was made clear in our writtea
evidence 45 the lleme O{Tice Cewmittes on Obsconity and Fila Censorship and subs.
equently when we were iavited o give orul evidence bo thal smse Comuitices Ve
listed #he wosbernhip of thirtyeone of these clubg and made a plea for their
releass from continual police harassment end freedem. Our unchanged positien was
re-iterated in our appraisal of the Williams Report, which we presented to the

~ Heme Seerelary én April 1930, The Williamo RNeport bad proposad tHat Msteps should

+be taken to bring commercial cineme cluhs within the seope of tha ecensovship systen

by providing sn exemption only for film exhibitions mot promoted for privote pain"
(see pora. 12.40, nageslS4). We believe that the law relating to private cinema
elubs for adults should remain umaltered, since these clubs represented o busic
expression of freedom of associations Naturally we believe that they should cenniy
with the safoly requirements applying to cther commercial cimematograph exhilitions.
The commercial club proprictors eceept that 400y as we stated in on advertisement
we ploced in "Phe Guerdisu” on May 27¢h (copy emclosed horewith). It would, in .
any sasa, be incomsistent for ms to egrec to commercirl cineme clubs hoving to auvh-
mit to .censorship requirements, sincey as o caspaign, we ere committed to bringing
about the cnd of film censorship per ses (That does not mean, of course, that we
ere not opnposed, lile the Williams Committee, to the use of children in sexually
explicit or vernegraphic films, or to films wherein actusl physicol herm is coused
to the participamts, It would olill be an offence to male sueh films in this
country and 2180 to exkibit amy in this estogory imported from elsevherss) Ofur
view is thet comsenting adults heve ss inaliensble right to see eny film of their
choise and, in order to help them in this cheice, films should he classified,
placed in eclearly defined ecategories and the rest left to each individuale That is

ali.

A sloser look a4 the propessls you have outlined only serves te atremsthen
our virtually Zotal opposition to theme. The Williams Report clearly states that
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the present lev is in ohaos, because it is mede wp of & mass of conflicting statutes
and it rightly concludes that there should be no more “"piccemeal® legislation, but
instead, cne comprehensive, new statute dealing with ghe whole field of f£ilms and
publications should replace all existing ones. The Home 0ffice has already igmered
this conclusion giving its suppert to Tim Sainshury's ill-conceived Indecent
Displays (Control) Bill, which becemes law on October 27th. (The N.C.R.0.P,As does
support cortoin limited measures for controlling public display but certainly not
this perticular Act with its serious flaws.) The introduction of another new law,
just relating to cinema clubs will merely add io the presemt chaos and the Home
Office will, once again, be "cocking~ a~snock” at the Williams' Committee's findings,
excent, wo note, ominously,cnly in thosc relatively few instances whors their
findings recosmend e tightening of controls and thus increased cemsorships

The United Kingdem has the strictest film cemsorship in the Western Werld.
Many oonntries (o not have film sensorship ot 8ll (eegs ihe UsSeds, Donmarl, the
Netherlends, Delgium, Portugal, Spain) and most others have very liberal controls
( e Prence and Sveden)s Jire James Foarman, the Secretary of the Dritish Doard of

cpum, said that he wes not epposed to cimema clubs becauss they provide an
w safety valve wherein the showing of films for which he refuses to grant

e & coriificete can tole pleco and this countor—balonces what vould obhervise appear
to be an wnocceptobley; authoritorian systom. 311. ¢ series of sewimers er consorshin
at the Imctitute of Comntemporary Arts in 1077). This is not te say, however, that
we condone the activities of the B.B. of FJU. elsovhercs. %e mosl cerisinly do not
and althoush we eppyeciaste that the BDoard has no legal status whatseever, it is a
sad fact thatl mest leoal licensing antherities at present accept and abide by thefr
decisions.

In other words, the present UK. system is based on the fact that the British
Boaxrd of ¥ilu Ceonsors =merely nortificetes on the films shewn in publie cinemas
without interfering with the public's rigat to see uncensored films in privete or
¢lnb ¢inemne, Obviegely suck elubs cannof he run without the incursien of comsid-
erable sosts and thercis no justification for imposing epecial restrictions snd
conditions to prevent their commercisl viability, cny wmore than for any other kind
of husiness enterprise, like, for exampie, public Louses, betting shops or even
theatres. If they sre driven out of exictence, as your propesals quite eleavly
aim 4o do, this will be yet another “coffin-nail® to thal fundamental freedom of
exprescsion which they represeat sad which this country is supposed to hold so deer.
No pre-censership of publications existe in this country (yet$) end mo pre~consor-
~8hip of films shouvld exiet eithers. This is an intolersble situation in o "Iree"
ecountrys

Censopship i® tyrannye It i® a manifestation of comnsmmmate arrcgance on the
part of othexrs; suv pufled up with cemceit that t!my considor they Imow hest what
iz ond is not good for you. amm one um d. _-Hw. legislation out-
lined in youyr letter is adgitional consopahip lemislation ~ ndditionsl, that is, to

; ready iaco: Iawe No satisfactory em
planation hos heecn given fer the ooumant mt&ng to introduce these frech curhs
other ihcn thet the present poaitien is “unsatisfactory™. We certainly agrse with
that sentivent, bul why ia sction om implomenting the propesals of the Williama
Repert {which wore unamimous) only to be confined te one tiny part of thw libdde
roport? Wiy dossn't the Govermsont have the "guts" to tackle this isswe hend-on?
On whatwprounds does it comelude that Parliaventary agrecmont could not be achieved
for the "more comprehersive legisletion” the Willisms Remort recermeonds? The
majority of the people in this comntry do not want to be smbjected to State
"naonyien’ of the lind thot tle present administration sesms determinmed %o perpote
wate, in apite of the Prime Minister's fime promises in her 1979 General [lectien
Manifesto. "Neo-ocme who has lived in this country during the last five ynars cam
fail to be avare of how the balance of our seciety has been inereasingly tilted in
favour of the State st the expense of individmal freedem™, wrote Mre. Thatcher in
her Torevord to the official Comservative Party Manifesto. What kind of hypo-
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eritieal clap-trep is thet, in the light of the kind of propesals her Ministers
are putting forward like this latest piece of reprossion? Whyy are the Prime
Minister and her Ministers only paying heed to the hysterical bigots and fanatics
of the pro-censorship lobby, whilst virtuelly ignoring the opinions and counsels
of people liks ourselves, who are rmch more ropresentative of grassereots publiec
opirion, for reasons both of numbers and cool, common-sense logic?

Furthermore it is, indeed, extraordinary, and a strange controdiction of
present Govermment policy to heer it attack private enterprise and the profit motive
in tbis singuler onslenght on commercial cinema clubs. Again,; in the 1970 Conserwv=
ative Party Goneral Election Manifesto, it procliams "Profits aroc the foundatien of
a free enterprise econcmy". Way, then, should this net apnly to thesgeluba? Far
frem herming anyone, they are providing plecsure, eajoyment and often adificotionm,
for bundreds of thousands of ordinary pecple who huppuy and thankfally awdafvee of
the sexucl hang-ups which appear to afilict so many of our Nembers of l'nrlimnt.

Our final ecoment; at this stage, ic on your choice of "intersasted Dddies™ to
perticipote in this exercises Wjilst we are gretffied to have been ashed eursclvee,
as dndeed o campaign like ours would expect to be, we wonder why, for cxumple, ihe
NWationnl Viewers ord Listeners Association has besn asked and gertainly the Metione

Chide Pestival of Light? fThe NeVeidede 15 a "watchedpg" society, formed specifically
to monitor television and radio breadcasting. Private cinema clubs are cuiside its
terms of referance and its vicws thereon are therefore irrelevant and of ne conseg—
uences The Nationvide Festival of Light, as someone has already pointed ont hefore,
is noither natiomvwide, noy a fostivel end prosches a message of deom and gloom. Tt
is a group of religious extremists. The National Secular Society, the Priiigh
Humanis? Acsccistion, the Natiomel Council for Civil Liberties, to name jnat a few,
are also Ymry "interested bodies", with opinions end vievs on this metter mmeh wore
relevant and representative, One vonders why they, too; heve not been inviled?

~ %he Lerd Cheuncellor, Lord m:m, has stated publ ieiy that there arc far teo
-w‘im in this country clreoedy and vhat we require is fewer laws. The present
Government, of vhich, irvomically, he is himself a member; ohviously beliasvea other—
wises It is intolerable that we, in this commiry, ere still subjected to so msgy
umnocessary repressive restricticnses The propesals you heve detoiled concerning
commorcial ¢imema clubs are, in our opinisn, indofonsible, amd will simply add to
such repressions We categorically reject them and any other mecsures which wonld
likevise furthor orode our fruedom, Our fight is for reforms in gquite the opposite
;mﬁno- It is disgraceful that thoss presently in office shouid have perpetrated
a bare~faced “eon" trick on the Dritish public, in seeking eloction to office,
for it is now hecoming abundantly clear thuat their declared peliey conmitment to
individanl froedom and anti-censorshin, is nothing more them & hollov shom,

Ve ghell look forward to developing cur argument snd expanding cn It when we
meet et the lione OZ{ice at 11 aume on Frideys Znd Dctobers

Youra sincerely,
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